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From: Karen Geszvain

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water IS Life!

Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 8:32:56 AM
DNR,

Protect the water!

I’'m opposed to any water diversion from the great lakes, including Lake Michigan,
including any diversion for the Foxconn facility site.

We as citizens of this planet need to protect water supplies, not use them as if they will never go away.
Foxconn is NOT a good idea - period.

If Foxconn can't operate without diverting water from Lake Michigan then they should not set up shop
in Wisconsin.

Thank you for allowing me to have input - despite that my opinion might not count in this mess.
| do expect you to do your job and protect our (shared) natural resources!

Karen Geszvain
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From: Christine Wolf

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water Use and the Foxconn facility
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 11:05:34 AM
Hello,

As a concerned citizen of this state, please accept this communication as a vote against
the proposed plan for water usage in conjunction with the planned Foxconn facility in
southeastern Wisconsin. This proposal is not in keeping with the Great Lakes compact
and raises many environmental concerns, not to mention opens the door to further
abuses of this most precious, natural resource-water from the Lake Michigan. Please vote
no, and stand up and protect our water.

First, this facility will not be located within the Great Lakes Basin, but rather in the “straddling”
community of Mount Pleasant. The City of Racine is the applicant, rather than Mount Pleasant.
This is troubling because cities within the Basin with extra capacity do not qualify to request a
diversion. Under the spirit and intent of the Great Lakes Compact, cities within the Great Lakes
Basin are able to apply for additional capacity, not diversions. This is to protect the primary
tenant of the Great Lakes Compact: a ban on diversions except in rare and unigue instances.
The City of Racine has the capacity to provide water to Foxconn without requesting larger
withdrawal amounts, but it cannot provide the water without permission for a diversion since
Mount Pleasant is outside the Basin. Given the twisting of the application process, review by the
Regional Body should be triggered.

Second, the water delivered to Mount Pleasant will not be diverted for public consumption, as
required by the Great Lakes Compact, but rather to a private, foreign corporation. A key tenant of
the Great Lakes Compact is to protect Great Lakes Water for the public.

Third, the Foxconn proposal says that nearly 40% of the 7 million gallons would be lost to the
manufacturing process, and not returned to the lake. Another key tenant of the Great Lakes
Compact is that water taken must be returned, less consumptive use. But when does
consumptive use, not related to public use, become so great that it has a cumulative negative
impact on the Great Lakes. The DNR has decided they do not need to consider this. What
happens when we have 20-30 Foxconn’s around the Great Lakes failing to return water at such
high levels? This is precedent setting and concerning.

Fourth, there is no specificity about how the water will be used, treated, or managed, or whether
Foxconn will be exempt from certain permitting requirements.

Over 40 million people rely on the Great Lakes for drinking water, and only 1% of that
lake water is renewed by rain and snow melt. The Great Lakes Compact was enacted to
protect this water for current and future generations. Wisconsin signed on to this
international agreement governing consumptive use and water diversions from the Great
Lakes. This proposal does not meet the spirit of the Great Lakes Compact for at least the
reasons listed above. The application is being made by Racine and not by the straddling
community of Mount Pleasant, the water diverted will not be used primarily for public
water supply, there has not been a review of whether the consumptive use will negatively
impact the Great Lakes over time and we don’'t know how the water will be returned.

Given these concerns, the only acceptable course of action is to vote no. Thank you.
Christine A. Wolf, M.S., R.Y.T.
(414) 426-1856

christinewolf@yahoo.com

"Establishing lasting peace is the work of education; all politics can do is keep us
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out of war."

-- Maria Montessori






From: Rochelle Stillman

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water diversion /aka stealing drinking water
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 2:48:01 PM

Bet you know what I think, that if you want to take a drink, want to swim or want
to fish, Foxcon and the DNR will make you wish, they hadn't colluded, Lake
Michigan wasn't pollluted. Please don't create such a nightmare...beware...take

care.
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From: Ashlee Schmid-Valona

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water diversion application
Date: Friday, March 16, 2018 9:22:35 AM

Good morning,

I am a resident of Racine and a concerned citizen. The proposal under consideration does not seem to
make any sense to me under the regulations of the Great Lakes Compacts. For many years rivers and
lakes in Wisconsin were used for manufacturing and factories, abused and disregarded. Then the Great
Lakes Compacts finally saw reason, and vowed to protect these resources for the treasures they are.
The waterways are not only beneficial for recreation, tourism, but for sustaining life, ecosystems, the
health of the people and the land we love. If this application is reviewed and passed | will lose faith in
all systems of checks and balances as this application will only further the agenda of politicians and
businesses without taking into consideration the larger picture.

We have the most coveted resource in the whole world- the Great Lakes. It is our duty, and should be
our honor, to protect it at all costs!  This water would be going to a community/business outside the
water basin not to mention a foreign business with agendas and plans that don’t take into consideration
the host’s resource conservation. The amount of water that will be used is not for public consumption
but for private. There is not set plan to confidently say that they will only consume the amount allowed
and how they will go about putting the excess water back into the lake in a sustainable way. Will it
negatively impact Root River and the communities around it? Will it make the lake near Racine dirty
and unswimmable, closing down tourist attractions like North Beach? Will my daughters drinking water
at Olympia Brown, right off the lake, be impacted? These are just short term questions. What about
long term ecological and environmental impacts, not to mention economic impacts for cleaning up the
mess they leave behind? This is our land and our coveted resource, and we need to make it much
harder for a foreign business to come here and make a mess of it. Strict limits and regulations are the
only way to proceed. Please be the guardians for the people and for the life sustaining lake that makes
this region so wonderful!

Thank you for your consideration,

Ashlee Rybak

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Nico Sanchez

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments

Subject: Water diversion request for Foxconn, Mt Pleasant, by the City of Racine
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 2:36:29 PM

Hi DNR,

Do NOT approve the request to divert water from Lake Michigan to Mt. Pleasant/Foxconn.

My understanding of the Water diversion request for Foxconn, Mt Pleasant, by the City of Racine, is
as follows:

First, this facility will not be located within the Great Lakes Basin, but rather in the “straddling”
community of Mount Pleasant. The City of Racine is the applicant, rather than Mount Pleasant. This
is troubling because cities within the Basin with extra capacity do not qualify to request a diversion.

Second, the water delivered to Mount Pleasant will not be diverted for public consumption, as
required by the Great Lakes Compact, but rather to a private, foreign corporation. A key tenant of
the Great Lakes Compact is to protect Great Lakes Water for the public.

Third, the Foxconn proposal says that nearly 40% (2.6millions gallons/day) of the 7 million gallons
would be lost to the manufacturing process, and not returned to the lake.

Fourth, there is no specificity about how the water will be used, treated, or managed, or whether
Foxconn will be exempt from certain permitting requirements.

Thank you,

Nico Sanchez
Project Architect

Eppstein

Eppstein Uhen Architects

333 East Chicago Street | Milwaukee, WI 53202
main : 414.271.5350 | direct : 414.291.8153
milwaukee : madison : des moines : denver

eua.com

Recognized as a Top Workplace for five consecutive years
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From: crazydeb40

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water diversion
Date: Sunday, March 18, 2018 1:06:24 PM

The Great Lakes Compact calls diverted water to be used for public use. Foxcann is
not a public entity but a private foreign company. Why is Racine asking for the
diversion. It is Mount Pleasant where the water will be needed. They are not allowed
to ask for the water from Lake Michigan. Thank you, Deb Bascom

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S® 6, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Constance Lorig

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water for FoxConn
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 5:23:17 AM

No, Foxconn should not be allowed to take water from LakeMichigan.

First, this facility will not be located within the Great Lakes Basin, but
rather in the “straddling” community of Mount Pleasant.

e Second, the water delivered to Mount Pleasant will not be diverted for
public consumption, as required by the Great Lakes Compact, but rather
to a private, foreign corporation. A key tenant of the Great Lakes Compact is to
protect Great Lakes Water for the public.

e Third, the Foxconn proposal says that nearly 40% of the 7 million
gallons would be lost to the manufacturing process, and not returned to
the lake.

e Fourth, there is no specificity about how the water will be used, treated,
or managed, or whether Foxconn will be exempt from certain permitting
requirements.

NO WAY!! This is Foxconn's problem, not Wisconsin's!!
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From: Lynn Preston

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water for Foxconn

Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 5:14:43 PM
Dear DNR,

Over 40 million people rely on the Great Lakes for drinking water, and only 1% of that lake water is renewed by
rain and snow melt. The Great Lakes Compact was enacted to protect this water for current and future
generations. Wisconsin signed on to this international agreement governing consumptive use and water
diversions from the Great Lakes. Now Racine is asking to divert water, not for public consumption as required by
the Great Lakes Compact, but rather to a private, foreign corporation.

My understanding is that the facility will not be located in the Great Lakes Basin, but is in the “straddling”
community of Mount Pleasant. The proposal says that nearly 40% of the 7 million gallons would be lost to the
manufacturing process, and not returned to the lake. Even worse, the proposal doesn't say how the water will be
used, treated, or managed, or whether Foxconn will be exempt from certain permitting requirements.

I'm against rolling back environmental safe guards and protections. 1 am against this proposal.

Sincerely,

Lynn Preston

W290 S6509 Holiday Road
Waukesha, Wi 53189

Lynn
preston.lynn@gmail.com
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From: Steeber, Jessica

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water no no
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 4:58:20 PM

Dear Wisconsin DNR,

| am dismayed to read the information on the City of Racine's water diversion application. The high percentage of
water that will not be returned to the Great Lakes Basin due to "consumptive use" is alarming, since over 40
million people rely on the Great Lakes for drinking water, and only 1% of that lake water is renewed by rain and
snow melt. To lose nearly 1 trillion (985.5 million) gallons of water per year from the Lake Michigan is
unacceptable, and to approve this application is set a dangerous precedent for future use of the Great Lakes
water resources.

Additionally, the vagaries of the application regarding how the remaining water is to be cleaned, processed and
returned to the Great Lakes Basin is alarming. The Great Lakes Compact, an international agreement, means
that the State of Wisconsin, and all lakeside communities must protect the Great Lakes for current and future
generations. To not set rigorous standards for water use by corporations is to betray that trust and also damages
Wisconsin's economy, environment and quality of life. The Wisconsin DNR's mission is, in part to "manage,
conserve and restore water resources for the benefit of Wisconsin citizens now and in the future”, and to approve
this application for water diversion would be a contradiction of that mission.

Please reject this application, and demand a more restrictive, specific set of agreements for Foxconn's use of
water from the Great Lakes Basin.

Thank you,
Jessica

Jessica Steeber
Design Coordinator
P: 414-224-3816

MILWAUKEE ART MUSEUM
700 N. Art Museum Drive, Milwaukee, WI 53202

mam.org

The season of travel at the Milwaukee Art Museum:

Coming Away: Winslow Homer and England Through May 20

The Open Road: Photography and the American Road Trip Through April 22
Jaime Hayon: Technicolor Through March 25

Turning to Turner Through April 29

What will you come away with?
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From: Johnson

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water to be diverted from Lake Michigan and used for Foxcom processes
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 6:18:34 PM

My comments; Can we use better employment opportunities, of course. And | do feel our area
could use and support 3,000 more good jobs, but, what is the impact of more than 4 times that
employment plus, including Foxcom water usage. | feel that the burden is on the DNR to protect the
environment, even at this late date. Pollution of our water, lands and of Lake Michigan from Foxcom

is a concern of mine.
Thank you,
Charles Johnson

7211 Linwood Rd.
Racine, WI53402-9763
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From: susan gruzis

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Water
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 11:50:12 AM

Lake Michigan is an asset that belongs to more than just WI corporate interests and
foreign parties. The billions that have been promised to Foxconn, billions from the
wallets of WI citizens, represents an overwhelming sum paid to a foreign mega-
company that will use OUR water to enrich THEIR bottom line...not ours. The
argument that jobs will be created with economic growth to follow sounds good but
cannot be guaranteed. Meanwhile, WI taxpayers foot the bill AND put their water
resources at risk.

When will the DNR stop “carrying water” for Walker and massive corporate interests
who don’'t seem to care about an environment and precious water resource that all
of us depend on? Prove to me that the water taken for Foxconn will be returned
without contaminants; prove to me that water from Lake Michigan isn't a finite
resource; prove to me that citizens, taxpayers, voters can actually TRUST this
administration to do the right thing.

Susan Gruzis
Milwaukee, WI
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From: L Hanaman

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: We are Opposed: Proposed FoxConn water usage
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 9:11:26 PM

Dear Adam Freihoefer:

We write to you today to express our extreme concern over the BAD
FoxConn water usage deal being proposed. We do NOT support the DNR
approval of the FoxConn water usage request. One doesn’t have to look
far to find stories where Foxconn has struggled with pollution

problems around the world. | would expect them to do no different here
in our home state of Wisconsin.

Great Lakes Compact

Milwaukee and multiple other communities benefit greatly from our
geographical location right next to 20 percent of the earth’s fresh
water. In order to protect that resource, and the millions of people
who rely on it, the Great Lakes states entered into a compact to
prohibit the diversion of water outside of the Great Lakes Basin —
with exceptions for drinking water for communities that had no other
option.

Waukesha as Exception to the Great Lakes Compact

An exception has already been utilized to provide drinking water to

the residents of Waukesha in 2016. This exception held plenty of
controversy and demonstrates the importance of keeping the Great Lakes
Compact intact. Now, politicians in Wisconsin seek another exception.
And this time, the reason is NOT for drinking water, but for

commercial and industrial use via a public use paper trail.

On FoxConn’s proposed usage:

1 Foxconn’s 7 million gallons a day would put it as the largest water
purchase in Milwaukee, ahead of every city, town, and village in the
area.

2 The only other private business in the top 10 water users is Miller
Brewing Company. Miller uses nearly 75% less per day than what Foxconn
is requesting, even though Miller’s products are literally made of
water.

3 If you compare just the 2.7 million gallons that would not be
replenished to this list, it would put Foxconn as the 5th-largest user

in greater Milwaukee. (Data researched by From the Squeakycurd.com)

Jobs will come at an unimaginable expense to the collective health to
people, plants and animals of current and future generations as the
rare treasure that is Lake Michigan is polluted and exploited for
presumed short-term economic gains. The jobs that are being provided
will be of limited short-term value no matter how spectacular they
initially appear to be. The most plentiful jobs will not be a

long-term solution to provide for families and communities that lead

to future sustainability. We do not trust or believe that the

processed and treated water that gets returned to Lake Michigan will
be suitable and safe water AT ALL.

Allowing Foxconn this water usage would set a horrible example and

precedent in Wisconsin and the other surrounding Great Lakes States
that would lead to other such decisions as more corporations salivate
at the prospect of making economic gains using the precious fresh



mailto:lhanaman@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov



water from Lake Michigan.

It is crucial to strictly follow the requirements and more importantly
the SPIRIT of the compact when allowing such exceptions from the
general prohibition on diversions. Less than 1% of Lake Michigan’s
volume is replenished each year by rain. Please help guard the
precious resource of fresh water and let's not turn Lake Michigan into
a polluted mud puddle.

For these reasons, we do NOT support the DNR approval of the FoxConn
water usage request.

Tim and Lauren Hanaman
Wauwatosa, WI

Namasté :: The light of pure joy in me honors the light of pure joy in you.






From: Melissa A. Soline

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Cc: John Dickert; Andrea Paine
Subject: Written Comments on Racine Water Diversion Application
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 2:37:06 PM
Attachments: image001.png

GLSLCI Written Comments Racine Water Diversion 032118.pdf
Importance: High

Hello Mr. Freihoefer —

Attached please find written comments from the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
regarding the City of Racine Water Diversion Application.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Thank you,
Melissa

Melissa Soline

Program Manager

Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
630.219.3293

melissa.soline@glslcities.org
www.glslcities.org

/

Great Lakes and 5t. Lawrence Cities Initiative
Alliance des villes des Grands Lacs et du Saint-Laurent
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Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
Alliance des villes des Grands Lacs et du Saint-Laurent

DNR Drinking Water and Groundwater Program DG/5
Attn: Adam Freihoefer

PO Box 7921

Madison WI 53707-7921

March 21, 2018
Dear Mr. Freihoefer:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on behalf of the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities
Initiative on the City of Racine Application for Water Diversion. Any application for a water diversion in
the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River Basin is significant, as the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin
Water Resources Compact and the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin Sustainable Water Resources
Agreement both expressly state that diversions are prohibited, save for a few exceptions.

We look forward to continuing dialogue with the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and
Governor Walker about the City of Racine’s application. If you have any questions about the comments
provided herein, please don’t hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

2 (o=

John Dickert
President/CEO
Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative

20 North Wacker Drive, Suite 2700, Chicago, lllinois 60606
(312) 201-4518 @ www.glslcities.org @ @GLSLCities
Paul Dyster, Mayor of Niagara Falls, New York, Chair
Sandra Cooper, Mayor of Collingwood, Vice-Chair
Régis Labeaume, President of Québec Metropolitan Community, Secretary-Treasurer







Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
Written Comments on City of Racine Application for a Water Diversion
March 21, 2018

Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
Comments Submitted to the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Drinking Water and Groundwater Program
on the City of Racine Application for a Water Diversion
March 21, 2018

The Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative (“Cities Initiative”) is a coalition of 131 US and
Canadian mayors and other local elected officials, representing more than 17 million people in the
region, working to advance the protection, restoration and promotion of the Great Lakes and St.
Lawrence River. We are a 501c3 organization headquartered in Chicago, lllinois with staff in Toronto,
Ontario and Montreal, Quebec as well. Our member mayors represent cities, towns, and regional
municipalities ranging in populations from 481 in Bayfield, Wisconsin to 2.5 million in Toronto. We
represent a diverse group of mayors working to integrate their environmental, social and economic
agendas to ensure the sustainable management of the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River Basin's
(“Basin”) freshwater resources for generations to come.

The Cities Initiative supports and encourages economic development in the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence
River Region (“Region”). The binational regional economy of $5.8 trillion demonstrates the value of this
Region to the two countries, the significance of the Lakes and River, and the opportunity for economic
development. However, economic development cannot occur at the expense of our water and natural
resources. The Region depends on the Lakes and River for many things, perhaps the most important of
which is a source of drinking water. Additionally, the Region as a whole benefits from the Lakes and
River through tourism, recreation, ecosystem services, and industry, to name a few. More so than
anywhere else, economic development and environmental stewardship must go hand and hand in the
Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River Region.

This Region is unique in its binational, multi-jurisdictional character. We are stewards to a water
resource that spans two countries, eight states, two provinces, and many hundred local governments.
We must act in good faith and respect the binational, multi-jurisdictional efforts that have been made to
sustainably manage and protect water resources, such as the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin
Water Resources Compact (“Compact”) and the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin Sustainable Water
Resources Agreement (“Agreement”). As an important reminder, the Compact and Agreement prohibit
diversions, with a few limited exceptions.

We understand that a project like the Foxconn manufacturing facility is expected to help grow the State
of Wisconsin’s economy and we commend the State of Wisconsin for bringing jobs and economic
growth to the state. However, with respect to the City of Racine’s Water Diversion Application (“Racine
Application”), we request the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (“WI DNR”) hold the
application at this time until there is a more robust review of the application with regard to the
requirements of the Compact and Agreement, and until Foxconn has provided more detail around
chemicals used in their manufacturing process and the proposed pretreatment process at the plant.
Quite simply put, there are too many questions around the application to rush the review and approval
process.

The Cities Initiative has concern over the Racine Application as a result of five issues and/or questions:
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1. Based on the intended use of the majority of the diverted water, the diversion requested in the
Racine Application is not primarily for public water supply purposes;

2. The water quality of the return flow is of utmost importance and there is a lack of information
available on the chemicals involved in the Foxconn manufacturing process and how Foxconn will
pretreat its wastewater;

3. Itis questionable as to whether the City of Racine is the appropriate applicant for a water
diversion requested by the Village of Mount Pleasant for use by a private business;

4. There is debate over whether it is appropriate to categorize the diversion request as volume
that can be met within the City of Racine’s existing withdrawal capacity, or whether this is in fact
a new withdrawal;

5. Given these issues and questions, as well as the significance of Lake Michigan and the Great
Lakes and St. Lawrence River to the livelihood of more than 40 million people, and the
importance of the Compact and Agreement, there should be a thorough and robust review of
the application by all parties of the Compact and Agreement.

To reiterate, the Cities Initiative urges the WI DNR to hold the Racine Application until some of these
fundamental questions around the application are reviewed and considered, and until more information
is provided by Foxconn. We recommend that the parties of the Compact and Agreement, that is the
eight Great Lakes states and the two Canadian provinces represented by the Regional Body, review and
consult on the application.

Issue 1: The Diversion is not primarily for a public water supply purpose

The Compact defines a public water supply purpose as “...water distributed to the public through a
physically connected system of treatment, storage and distribution facilities serving a group of largely
residential customers that may also serve industrial, commercial and other institutional operators
(Compact, Page 3). As well, under Section 4.9 of the Compact, Exceptions to the Prohibition of
Diversions, a “...Proposal to transfer Water to an area within a Straddling Community but outside the
Basin or outside the source Great Lakes Watershed shall be excepted from the prohibition against
Diversions...provided that, regardless of the volume of Water transferred, all the Water so transferred
shall be used solely for Public Water Supply Purposes within the Straddling Community...” (Compact,
page 15, section 4.9.1). The Racine Application states that the City of Racine is applying for up to 7
million gallons per day (MGD) of Lake Michigan water -- 5.8 MGD of which is for Foxconn operations,
including 2.4 MGD for cooling processes, 3 MGD for manufacturing operations, and 0.5 MGD for
domestic purposes (Racine Application, page 21, Table D5). Of the 7 MGD requested for the diversion,
approximately 83% will go to a private company, the majority of which will be used in its manufacturing
and cooling processes. This intended use of the water does not fulfill the intent of the Compact that
diverted water be used solely for public water supply purposes. The Cities Initiative expresses concern
that the foundation of the Racine Application, which is to supply Lake Michigan water to a private
company, clearly does not meet the definition of a public water supply purpose as defined in the
Compact.
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Issue 2: There is concern over the quality of the water that will be returned to Lake Michigan

Advancing the protection and restoration of the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River is at the core of the
Cities Initiative’s mission. At the end of the day, mayors are responsible for providing clean and safe
drinking water to their residents. It is for these reasons that the Cities Initiative strongly urges the WI
DNR to hold the Racine Application until Foxconn is able to provide detailed information regarding the
pretreatment process they will employ at the plant and the chemicals used in their manufacturing
process. Itis not prudent for the WI DNR to approve a water diversion application without having all the
information necessary to understand the critical elements of wastewater treatment and return flow.
The Cities Initiative has confidence in the Racine Wastewater Utility’s ability to treat and manage
wastewater from users, however, the Foxconn manufacturing operations will be new to the Racine
Wastewater Utility. We advise slowing down the review and approval process until there is complete
understanding of the chemicals used in the manufacturing process and the proposed pretreatment
process at the plant, at the very least. The Cities Initiative expects the Foxconn facility will be fully
compliant with all applicable local, state, and federal environmental regulations associated with water,
air and waste.

Of additional concern, and associated with this application, is the easing of state environmental
regulations around wetlands, construction in and around streambeds, the state requirement for
environmental impact statements, and the altering of state statutes to accommodate the development.
The Great Lakes Compact brought the eight Great Lakes States and two Canadian Provinces together to
sustainably manage our water resources and “...to act together to protect, conserve, restore, improve
and effectively manage the Waters and Water Dependent Natural Resources of the Basin...” (Compact,
page 5, section 1.3.2.a). Relaxing state requirements and revising state statutes to accommodate a new
development raises questions around transparency and accountability. What assurances are in place
that the private entity, the ultimate benefactor of the diverted water, will act to protect, conserve,
restore, improve and effectively manage the water dependent natural resources of the basin if the state
itself has relaxed its responsibility and ability to do so?

Issue 3: Is the City of Racine the appropriate applicant for the water diversion?

The Racine Application maintains that since the City of Racine through the Racine Water Utility is the
public water supplier for the Village of Mount Pleasant, where the Foxconn development is to be
located. Since Mount Pleasant doesn’t have a public water supply system of its own, the City of Racine
maintains that it is the appropriate entity to apply for the diversion. However, the City of Racine is not
the straddling community requesting the water; Mount Pleasant is. And in fact, Mount Pleasant isn’t
the entity with the water need; Foxconn, a private business, is. Uncertainty around the appropriate
applicant for the water diversion requires more clarification and thorough review.

Issue 4: Is the requested diversion a new or increased withdrawal

The Compact states that an application for a straddling community with a new or increased withdrawal
of 100,000 gallons per day or greater average over 90 days would have to meet the Exception Standard.
The Exception Standard has another set of requirements that a diversion application must satisfy. The
Racine Application states that the 7 MGD withdrawal is not new or increased because it can be met
within the Racine Water Utility’s approved withdrawal volume of 60 MGD. However, the primary use of
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the diverted water is for a new entity starting business in the state. There is quite a bit of new
infrastructure being built for the project, there will be new manufacturing processes occurring, and in
fact, the state created a new zoning category, the Electronics and Information Technology
Manufacturing Zone, for the project. While the diversion volume falls within the City of Racine’s
approved withdrawal volume, the use for the water, for the Foxconn plant, is new. This critical nuance
merits further review and consideration by the parties of the Compact and Agreement.

Issue 5: Robust review by the parties of the Compact and Agreement is needed

There is enough concern and uncertainty among the public and even among those familiar with the
Compact and Agreement over the Racine Application, that it seems critical to ensure the application has
gone through a rigorous review. We understand this water diversion is a key element in a broader
economic development project in the State of Wisconsin. However, the prospects of economic gains
should not preclude the application from rigorous review. As well, as an act of good faith and
collaboration, the State of Wisconsin should consult with the other parties of the Compact and
Agreement on these and other questions raised over the application. Each diversion application is an
opportunity for us to test and strengthen the Compact. We should not rush through the review or
rubber stamp the application just to get a deal or project done.

Conclusion:

It is the opinion of the Cities Initiative that the WI DNR should hold the Racine Application until
adequate consultation and review of the application with respect to the requirements of the Compact
and Agreement is conducted. As an act of good faith and in the spirit of the Compact and Agreement,
the Cities Initiative suggests that the State of Wisconsin seek consultation from the Regional Body on the
Racine Application. Finally, the Cities Initiative advises the WI DNR to hold the application until Foxconn
provides more information on the chemicals used in their manufacturing process and provides detail on
the pretreatment process for the plant.
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From: Steve

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: Written comment on the diversion application in reply to DNR email of 1/31/2018
Date: Friday, March 16, 2018 6:02:31 AM

I am resending my comment because | did not receive a confirmation of receipt from the DNR as |
have in the past.

From: Steve [mailto:lightguy7@att.net]

Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 9:56 AM

To: 'DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov'

Subject: Written comment on the diversion application in reply to DNR email of 1/31/2018

Protecting the Lake, the public and even Foxconn from the DNR

This is in reply to the DNR email of 1/31/2018 soliciting comments regarding the city of Racine's
Lake Michigan water diversion application.

The following represent my opinions and beliefs:

| believe the application should be denied, | feel this way because I've seen the DNR refuse to
protect Lake Michigan fisheries from nets resulting in their destruction and so | fear not only for
Lake Michigan, our water and the people of SE Wisconsin but also for Foxconn. I've provided some
examples from history to support my contentions. Documentation is available on request.

First, any deal made with the DNR isn’t worth the paper it’s written on. For example,
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/code/misc/chr/Irb_scanned/cr_96_098 final_rule_filed_with_Irb
promised that in exchange for $1.4 million of public dollars the Lake Superior commercial lake trout
harvest would be reduced by over 50%. What happened was the trout limit was raised instead.

| believe that history shows that the past and current DNR culture is one of, whatever it takes to
forward special interests or their own interests, no matter law, ethics, cost and or science. The DNR
has shown they are willing to obfuscate, lie, violate law, refuse to answer questions and ignore
science, economics and public demands. Public records contain plenty of examples.

Wisconsin law makers also play their role. With most netted fisheries down ~90%, in 2011, AB176
repealed the commercial fishing minimum harvest requirement, which was instituted to protect full
time fishers and fisheries. After any water diversion, what other law(s) might be repealed possibly
harming not only Foxconn but Wisconsin citizens? 25 years ago, commercial fishing was no longer
able to comply with the law demanding it be ‘economically viable and stable’. The latest numbers,
the DNR took ~$700,000/year of sport license money to pay for services to an industry paying less
than ~$70,000/year in licenses and fees while receiving ~S$5 million/year on average (for a total of
over $100 million in today’s dollars) in free public fish, to mostly benefit ~6 fishers, while harming
competing businesses, a violation of economic common sense. The Legislation has known of this
problem for years yet refuse to act, refuse to change the law and refuse to make the DNR obey the
law of not taking someone else’s money to subsidize, for profit private businesses. In effect the
Legislature is allowing the DNR to tax sportsmen to subsidize netters while denying the
sportsmen/public a detailed accounting of all commercial costs. Hence | fear the same will happen
tomorrow, with nonusers being forced to foot part or the entire bill for water diversion and or clean
up, while denying the public an accounting of all the costs, all with the blessing of lawmakers, to
become another DNR tax.
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| believe the DNR culture that I’'ve dealt with has organized to lie, misinform, misinterpret,
misreport, and withhold information, to hide the laws broken, the harm done and being done to
fisheries. It appears to be a culture of where if one DNR official lies, another will swear to it. | fear
it’s not much of a leap to go from lowering numbers in fish data, to lowering the amount of water
removed data, or heavy metals or other pollutants introduced, or being denied data for years with
the excuse of ‘lack of time’.

| fear the legal ramifications and possible public liability of a situation where Foxconn unknowingly
harms the environment/water/Lake but doesn’t stop or make corrections because the DNR chose to
hide the problem from Foxconn until being caught doing so sometime in the future. Fish have
taught us the best way to protect our water, is don’t let it be exploited for business in the first place
and to prevent DNR involvement.

The democratic process is also one of laws, so that everyone, including business, knows exactly
where they stand now and in the future. | believe the DNR’s culture of doing as they please,
replaces the democratic process and laws with chaos. The DNR have proven with fish that they
chose when and which laws to obey, leaving the public, business and future generations to suffer
the consequences and cost. Since that DNR culture is still in place, | believe the DNR will not act in
the best interest of the public, that they will not obey laws to protect our water, those animals and
plants dependent on the Lake, that they will not protect it from increased pollution, nor will they
hesitate to lie about any damage done or the public cost to divert any water. Those that don’t learn
from history are doomed to repeat it, and we can’t afford to see our Lake harmed by diversion, like
the Lakes’ fisheries were harmed by nets. And just like fish, | fear that instead of protecting our
water, the DNR will instead act to prevent the public from protecting it.

Steven Alt
Milwaukee County






From: Darrell Gerber

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments

Cc: Elise Larson

Subject: [WARNING: ATTACHMENT(S) MAY CONTAIN MALWARE]MCEA et al comments Re: City of Racine Diversion
Application

Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:15:41 PM

Attachments: 2018-3-21 FINAL Comment to Wisconsin DNR re Foxconn.doc

Mr. Freihoefer,

Please find attached the electronic submission of comments from the Minnesota
Center for Environmental Advocacy and partner organizations on the matter of the
City of Racine application to diversion water from Lake Michigan to outside the Great
Lakes basin.

Any follow-up should be directed to me at dgerber@mncenter.org.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the application.

Sincerely,
Darrell Gerber

Darrell Gerber
Policy Analyst
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy

Mobile: (612) 802-5372

Website: www.mncenter.org
Facebook: www.facebook.com/MCEA1974

Twitter: @MCEA1974

NOTICE: This email may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient or otherwise received this email message in error, you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate
this message or any information contained in it. If this reached you in error, please notify us immediately by email or phone and
destroy any paper or electronic copies of this email message.
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March 21, 2018



Adam Freihoefer



Water Use Section Chief



Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources



101 S Webster Street



Madison, WI 53703




VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL



Adam.Freihoefer@Wisconsin.gov



Re: 
Great Lakes Water Diversion Application Submitted by the City of Racine



Dear Mr. Freihoefer: 



On January 26, 2018, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (“DNR”) received a straddling community diversion application (the “Application”) from the City of Racine (the “City”).
 The City seeks to divert up to an annual average 7 million gallons of water a day from Lake Michigan to supply water to the Village of Mount Pleasant.
 On behalf of Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy and the below-signed organizations, we respectfully submit the following comments. 



MCEA has a keen interest in straddling-community exceptions to the Great Lakes Compact. MCEA is a nonprofit organization that uses law, science, and research to protect Minnesota’s lakes and streams. Since its inception in 1974, MCEA has worked to protect Lake Superior and its watershed. MCEA’s work regarding Lake Superior includes ensuring compliance with the Clean Water Act, improving wetland policies, working with municipalities to update water-protection plans, and helping to stop the spread of invasive species. 


Moreover, the undersigned organizations have been involved with the Great Lakes Compact from the beginning. The undersigned organizations assisted in the Great Lakes Compact’s drafting and ratification process, and have worked for years as coalition partners to defend the Great Lakes Compact and ensure compliance with its terms.
    



The Great Lakes Compact serves “to protect, conserve, restore, improve, and effectively manage the waters and water dependent natural resources of the basin” meaning “the Great Lakes and all streams, rivers, lakes, connecting channels, and other bodies of water, including tributary groundwater within the basin.”
 The Great Lakes Compact’s central tenant is a ban on “[a]ll New or Increased Diversions are prohibited, except as provided in this Article.”
 Only in a narrow set of circumstances are there exceptions from this general prohibition. One such exception is the straddling-community exception which provides:



A Proposal to transfer Water to an area within a Straddling Community but outside the Basin or outside the source Great Lake Watershed shall be excepted from the prohibition against Diversions and be managed and regulated by the Originating Party provided that, regardless of the volume of Water transferred, all the Water so transferred shall be used solely for Public Water Supply Purposes within the Straddling Community, and:


a. All Water Withdrawn from the Basin shall be returned, either naturally or after use, to the Source Watershed less an allowance for Consumptive Use. No surface water or groundwater from outside the Basin may be used to satisfy any portion of this criterion except if it:



i. Is part of a water supply or wastewater treatment system that combines water from inside and outside of the Basin;



ii. Is treated to meet applicable water quality discharge standards and to prevent the introduction of invasive species into the Basin;



iii. Maximizes the portion of water returned to the Source Watershed as Basin Water and minimizes the surface water or groundwater from outside the Basin;



b. If the Proposal results from a New or Increased Withdrawal of 100,000 gallons per day or greater average over any 90-day period, the Proposal shall also meet the Exception Standard; and,



c. If the Proposal results in a New or Increased Consumptive Use of 5 million gallons per day or greater average over any 90-day period, the Proposal shall also undergo Regional Review.



Here, the City through its Application seeks to take advantage of this narrow exception. To do so, the City must show its Application satisfies each requirement listed above.
 The Application does not meet this standard. 



First, the City cannot show that it is the proper party to submit the Application. Under the Great Lakes Compact, an “Applicant” is a person or entity “who is required to submit a Proposal.”
 The person or entity required to submit a Proposal to divert water outside the basin under the straddling-community exception is the straddling community. Under Wisconsin law, a “straddling community” entitled to apply for the exception means “any city, village, or town that . . . is partly within the Great Lakes basin or partly within the watersheds of the Great Lakes and that is wholly within any county that lies partly or completely within the Great Lakes basin.”



Here, the City is not required to make the Proposal because it is not a “straddling community.” As it readily admits, the City lies fully within the Great Lakes basin and “all of [its] current water customers are located within the Great Lakes Basin.”
 Thus, it is not required to make a Proposal under the straddling-community exception. Instead, it is the Village of Mount Pleasant that “straddles the divide between the Great Lakes basin and the Mississippi River basin.”
 and, as the “straddling community” is required to make a Proposal to divert water for its needs. Here, the Village of Mount Pleasant has not made a Proposal under the Great Lakes Compact for a diversion using the straddling-communities exception. Therefore, the Application is procedurally flawed, and DNR should deny the Application. 



Second, even if the City is allowed to submit the Application, the City failed to show the water transferred under the proposed diversion would “be used solely for Public Water Supply Purposes within the Straddling Community.”
 The Compact defines “Public Water Supply Purposes” to mean “water distributed to the public through a physically connected system of treatment, storage and distribution facilities serving a group of largely residential customers that may also serve industrial, commercial, and other institutional operators.”
 



Here, the City intends to transfer the water outside the basin to solely serve industrial and commercial customers. Reviewing Table D-1 in the Application, the City plans to use 5.8 mgd for the Foxconn facility and the remaining 1.2 mgd to supply commercial and industrial customers.
 The City does not propose to use any of the diverted water to serve residential customers.



[image: image1.png]Table D-1

2050 Forecast Diversion Volume by Land Use

Average Day

Land Use Forecast Basis ‘Water Use Coefficient Volume (mgd)
Industrial - Foxconn Design Volume Design Volume 5.8
'Commercial and Industrial 1,077 acres 1,100 gallons per acre per day 1.2

Total 7.0









The City attempts to circumvent this inadequacy in the Application pointing to its entire customer base.
 The City indicates that its “retail customer base is largely residential” and, therefore, its “regional water system satisfies the . . . requirement that the diverted water be provided to the diversion area ‘solely for public water supply purposes.’ ”
 But the City admits that “all of [its] current water customers are located within the Great Lakes basin.”
 Thus, the proposed diversion does not in any way serve the residential customer base. The proposed diversion only serves commercial and industrial customers. 



The Great Lakes Compact intended the straddling community exception to provide a narrow avenue for specific communities that straddle the basin line to access water for “Public Water Supply Purposes.” The Application does not show the Proposal falls within this narrow exception and, for that reason, DNR should deny the Application. 



Finally, if DNR grants the Application, it should be noted that the Application includes a portion of the diversion based upon an estimated water use upon full buildout. The estimate assumes future commercial/industrial development will use water at a rate of 1,100 gallons/acre/day for a total of 1.2 mgd.
 Furthermore, the consumptive use for that apportionment is estimated to be 12% or 0.1 mgd.
 If future proposed commercial/industrial developments result in consumptive uses exceeding these speculative estimates, the Village of Mount Pleasant should not be allowed to request another separate straddling-community exemption. Instead, the cumulative effect of future developments and this Application must be considered in evaluating the appropriateness of the straddling-community exemption in the Great Lakes Compact.
 



We appreciate your consideration of the points raised in these comments. Please feel free to contact us with any questions or concerns.  



Sincerely,



/s/
/s/


Darrell Gerber
Elise Larson



Policy Analyst
Staff Attorney



MN Center for Environmental Advocacy
MN Center for Environmental Advocacy



/s/
/s/


Steve Morse
John P. Lenczewski


Executive Director
Executive Director


Minnesota Environmental Partnership
Minnesota Trout Unlimited


/s/
/s/


Deanna White
Lori Andresen


State Director
President


Clean Water Action Minnesota
Save Our Sky Blue Waters


� Letter from Keith Haas, General Manager, Racine Water and Wastewater Utilities, to Adam Freihoefer, Water Use Section Chief, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (Jan. 26, 2018), available at https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/WaterUse/documents/Racine/RacineDiversionApp 20180126.pdf.




� Ruekert & Mielke, Inc., The City of Racine Application for Water Diversion 1 (2018) [hereinafter, “Appl.”].




� See, e.g., Minn. Ctr. for Envtl. Advocacy, Great Lakes, http://www.mncenter.org/great-lakes.html (discussing MCEA’s work on the proposed Waukesha Water Diversion); Letter from Steve Morse, Executive Director, Minn. Envtl. P’ship, to Mark Dayton, Governor, State of Minnesota (Apr. 14, 2016) (letter of Minnesota conservation and environmental organizations expressing concern about Waukesha Water Diversion), available at http://www.mepartnership.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Letter-to-Governor-Dayton-on-Waukesha-diversion.pdf.




� Wis. Stat. § 281.343(1)(e)(x), (1)(m)(b). 




� Great Lakes—St. Lawrence River Basin Water Resources Compact § 4.8, Dec. 13, 2005 [hereinafter “Great Lakes Compact”].




� Id. § 4.9.1. 




� Appl. at 5. 




� Great Lakes Compact § 1.2 (emphasis added). 




� Wis. Stat. § 281.346(1)(t). 




� Appl. at 2. 




� Id. at 1, 3. 




� Great Lakes Compact § 4.9.1. 




� Id. § 1.2.




� Appl. at 17. 




� The City appears to have sent follow-up correspondence to DNR arguing that its proposal meets the definition of “Public Water Supply Purposes” because it supplies water to the Village of Mount Pleasant for residential purposes. See Memorandum from Andrew Behn, Ruekert Mielke, to Adam Feihoefer, Wisconsin Dep’t of Nat. Res. (Feb. 15, 2018), available at  https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/WaterUse/documents /Racine/RacineWaterUtilityMemo.pdf. But DNR must look only at the area within the straddling community when making its decision – not at customers the City serves that are already within the basin. 




� Appl. at 16. 




� Id. at 2. 




� Id. at 19.




� Id. at 20-21.




� Great Lakes Compact § 4.9.1.
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From: Kaitlin Dunn Knudson

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: comment on Racine diversion application
Date: Saturday, March 17, 2018 1:47:45 PM

I'm writing to express my opposition to the approval of the city of Racine's water
diversion application. The state of Wisconsin has already provided the public's
natural resources and taxpayer dollars to Foxconn with little projected benefit to the
average Wisconsinite. | urge you to further prevent the private sector from skirting
regulatory measures designed to protect public resources by denying this
application.

Thank you,

Kaitlin Knudson



mailto:kaitmdunn@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Susan Twiggs

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments

Cc: Susan Twiggs; John Twiggs

Subject: comment regarding application for racine Diversion
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 7:57:35 PM

Dear Sir ,

We want to submit our comments regarding the application to divert 7 million gallons of water from
Lake Michigan to be used by Foxconn in Mt Pleasant. there are several reasons why we are against this
application as proposed:

1. The facility is not located in the Great Lakes basin.

2.The water delivered will not be used for public consumption .

3. 40% of the water will be lost to the manufacturing process.

4. there are many questions: how the water will be teated if at all, Will Foxconn be exempt from
permitting requirements?

The purpose of the great Lakes Compact is to maintain the purity of the water in the Great Lakes and
to prevent the water from being sold or exported. The Lakes are an international treasure. They are not
a resource or property to be sold or bargained away.

As the DNR | emphasize that you are responsible for maintaining this resource for the future.Future
generations depend on you to maintain this mandate. wk the voters of WI demand that you maintain
this mandate.

We have every confidence that you will refuse this application and demand that the guidelines of the
compact be followed.

thank you

Sincerely,

Dr John and Susan Twiggs
1711 woodsview Drive
Marshfield, WI
715-650-1008



mailto:setwiggs@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov

mailto:setwiggs@gmail.com

mailto:twiggsj@gmail.com




From: Erik Ranheim

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: comment
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 1:16:27 PM

The exceptions to the Great Lakes Compact are clearly not met in this application. If
the Foxconn plant required more water use than the village could provide, this
should have been determined before site approval or decision making. Coming back
on point by point to ask for exemptions, be it water use, pollution discharge, etc. is
not following the spirit or word of the law(s). This should be rejected.

Erik Ranheim MD PhD

Professor of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine

Vice Chair for Education

University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health
608-263-0057

earanheim@wisc.edu



mailto:earanheim@wisc.edu

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov

mailto:earanheim@wisc.edu




From: Mark M Giese

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: deny the Foxconn application
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 9:26:20 PM

Please deny the Foxconn application as it stands and protect our water for future
generations.

Thank you.
--Mark M Giese

1520 Bryn Mawr Ave
Racine, W1 53403



mailto:m.mk@juno.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Sharon Grinker

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: diversion of water no okay

Date: Sunday, March 18, 2018 9:05:18 PM
Hello,

Foxconn will be very good for our region but they can not be allowed to divert water, pollute it and
not replace it as clean as it came out. We must uphold the requirements of the great lakes
compact. Itis not okay to degrade the value of this agreement to maintain this precious freshwater
resource that we are entrusted to steward.

Foxconn can use the water, but it must be replaced after being cleaned. Thank you, Sharon grinker,
shorewood, WI

Sharon

It Had To Be You LLC
Sharon@ithadtobeyou.us
414-687-2052



mailto:sharon@ithadtobeyou.us

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: kelly Driscoll

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: fox conn proposal
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 7:12:14 AM

This Fox Conn deal is not good for our area . Please do not approve this application
to rape the waters of Lake Michigan and surrounding environment.

This project is a ruse sold to the people under false pretenses. There are plenty of
ways to provide jobs, such as improving the infrastructure of our towns, instead of
raping the environment. We can put people to work in a lot of different ways We
don't have to bring in greedy companies that are going to take advantage of us ,
and line the pockets of aldermen and other politicians. You say the water issue
recycle will be closely monitored as to the use and recycle by the DNR, but you
know that's going to fall by the wayside as things go along. There's no way you can
monitor something of that scale on a daily basis. Since this deal has been pushed
through by our self-serving politicians, our only hope now is that the DNR will do
its job to protect our environment and our beautiful Lake Michigan. This project
has negative repercussions for the whole region in more ways than one.



mailto:gardeningforyoursoul@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Tom Sherman

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: foxcomm water diversion
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 4:24:01 PM

they violate the great lakes compact in at least 3 to 4 ways. they are not a body
that qualifies for diversion, they are not returning all the water & etc. so far as i
know we don't have that much of side effects of electronics in this lake this would
be a new type of pollution. they should at least be able to demonstrate that they
can treat this waste-foxcomm should. a little poison goes a long way.

maybe this has nothing to do directly with the issue at hand but i'm sick of
corporations getting tax breaks and benefits and then be allowed exemptions on
rules. one such is foxcomm's is being allowed to destroy wetlands. anyhow and
again at the least foxcomm has to obey the compact. bottom line is if they can't
they should go.



mailto:g7g7ctw908@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Shirley Hugdahl

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: foxcon
Date: Sunday, March 18, 2018 8:58:29 AM

someone with a futuristic view MUST look at the growing importance of The Lake for
our survival. its water will be more valuable than gold. it's going to be fought over
for clean drinking water for the surrounding basin. and there has to be enough of it.

NOTE: early in first applications the quantity of water usage was MUCH higher.
once the monster is built will be too late. and no OH, OH!!! ooops! allowed. it'll
be too expensive to not even treat it for re-use!



mailto:sdhugger@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Michael Bootzin

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: foxconn
Date: Sunday, March 18, 2018 4:04:25 PM

Water diversion at this time is very unwise. Without proper EIS efforts this effort
is a horrible idea. Investments in wisconsin HAVE TO BE LOCAL AND SMALL. We as
a community would gain so much more if we invested billions into small local
business under $50,000 revenue and local contractors for infrastructure jobs.



mailto:mbootzin@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Sonette Tippens

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: stop Foxcon from ruin of Lake Michigan water and polluting other waters and lands
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:25:33 PM

Do not allow Foxcon to use water from Lake Michigan nor to ignore water purity
requirements anywhere.

Sonette Tippens

N1524 Wildwood Road, Lake Geneva, WI 53147



mailto:sonettetippens@gmail.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Carol Caffrey

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: water and Foxconn
Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 2:01:29 PM

To whom it may concern:

| feel Foxconn should not be allowed to use all that Lake Michigan water and return it. We don't
know the possibly poisonous chemicals that might be put back into the lake. We need much more
information before allowing Foxconn subsidized access to public natural resources. Our resources are
worth much more than the jobs created.



mailto:carolcaffrey1111@yahoo.com

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: Susan Knorr

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: water removal
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 8:14:53 AM

I live on Lake Michigan in Two Creeks. | am opposed to bending the rules to allow Foxconn (or anyone
else) to remove water from Lake Michigan. This affects all of us who depend on the Great Lakes.

Susan Knorr



mailto:sknorr@tm.net

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov




From: HUGH JOSEPH HUDSON

To: DNR Racine Diversion Comments
Subject: yeah fuck the environment, right?
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 4:39:41 PM

DO NOT LET FOXCONN TAKE MILLIONS OF GALLONS OF WATER AWAY FROM WISCONSIN
CITIZENS, YOU IDIOTS. This is an absolute disgrace that comments like this even need to be
submitted. Please do not allow this measure to pass.

HUGH HUDSON
University of Wisconsin - Madison Class of 2020
International Studies, German, Political Science

hhudson2 @wisc.edu
(831) 236-8889



mailto:hhudson2@wisc.edu

mailto:DNRRacineDiversionComments@wisconsin.gov

mailto:hugh.hudson@housing.wisc.edu

mailto:hugh.hudson@housing.wisc.edu



